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S U R V E Y R E S U LT S

Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for the Study of Los Angeles
The Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for the Study of Los Angeles (StudyLA) at Loyola Marymount
University is one of the leading undergraduate research centers in the nation. We are a respected leader
in public opinion surveys, exit polling, and leadership and community studies. Founded in 1996, StudyLA
conducts groundbreaking research through its LA Votes exit poll project, LA Riots Anniversary Studies, and LA
Public Opinion and Leaders Surveys. We provide rigorous, mentored research experiences for undergraduate
students at Loyola Marymount University with an emphasis on hands-on field research. As the preamble to the
LMU mission states, “We benefit from our location in Los Angeles, a dynamic city that brings into sharp focus
the issues of our time and provides an ideal context for study, research, creative work, and active engagement.
We invite men and women diverse in talents, interests, and cultural backgrounds to enrich our educational
community.” StudyLA brings this mission alive, taking pride in our work’s emphasis on understanding and
communicating the issues of our time.

Loyola Marymount University
LMU is a private Catholic university with 6,250 undergraduates, 2,150 graduate students and 1,100
law students from diverse backgrounds and many perspectives. Our seven colleges and schools
boast best-in-the-nation programs in film and television, business, education and more. Our stunning
campus in West Los Angeles is a sun-soaked oasis overlooking the Pacific coast and a model of
sustainability. We’re rooted in the heart of Los Angeles, a global capital for arts and entertainment,
innovation and technology, business and entrepreneurship. Our mission is grounded in a centuries-old
Jesuit educational tradition that produces extraordinary men and women dedicated to service and
social justice. We’re proud of more than 92,000 LMU alumni whose professional achievements are
matched by a deep commitment to improving the lives of others.
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Fernando J. Guerra,

Brianne Gilbert is the

Mariya Vizireanu is the

Alejandra Alarcon is the

Jorge Cortes is a research

Vishnu Akella is a research

Max Dunsker is a research

Katie Linh Pham ’20

professor of political science and
Chicana/o and Latina/o studies, is the
founding director of the Center for
the Study of Los Angeles at Loyola
Marymount University. He earned his
doctorate in Political Science from
the University of Michigan and his
B.A. from the University of Southern
California. Guerra has served on
standing commissions, blue ribbon
committees, and ad hoc task forces
for the City of Los Angeles, the State
of California, and regional bodies in
Southern California. He is a source
for the media at the local, national,
and international level and has
published in the area of state and
local government and urban and
ethnic politics.

coordinator for the Center for the
Study of Los Angeles. He works
closely with the Director, managing
internal communications as office
manager and providing budgetary
and administrative assistance. He
also plans and runs StudyLA’s
student trips to Sacramento and
Mexico City. In addition, Cortes
assists with planning and support
for StudyLA’s research projects,
conferences, lectures, special events,
and committees. Prior to joining
StudyLA, he has worked in education
and community-based organizations
in San Francisco, New York and
Madrid, Spain. Cortes received his
B.A. in Sociology from San
Francisco State University.

associate director for the Center for
the Study of Los Angeles, where she
has led numerous studies involving
voter polls, public opinion research,
and leaders/elite surveys. She also
is a senior lecturer at LMU in the
departments of political science
and urban and environmental
studies, teaching courses on political
internships, GIS, and geospatial
research. Gilbert serves as head of
communications for AASRO (the
Association of Academic Survey
Research Organizations), Treasurer of
Women in GIS, and Secretary of LMU’s
chapter of Phi Beta Kappa. Gilbert
received her B.A. in Sociology from
Wittenberg University and her M.A.
in Sociology/Anthropology from
Florida International University.

assistant at the Center for the Study
of Los Angeles. He helps develop,
implement, and analyze StudyLA’s
research projects, including the LA
Public Opinion Survey, LA Votes exit
polls, and other new projects. He
aids in qualitative and quantitative
research, the preparation of research
reports, and the dissemination of
results. Prior to joining StudyLA,
he worked in social justice research
focused on immigrant and refugee
communities in Cleveland. Akella
earned his B.A. in Political Science
and Sociology from Case Western
Reserve University.

research associate for the Center
for the Study of Los Angeles at
Loyola Marymount University and a
lecturer in political science at LMU.
With training in anthropology and
public health, her independent work
has focused on how mental models
of health phenomena differ across
cultures. As an interdisciplinary
mixed methods researcher, she has
authored peer-reviewed articles and
book chapters on topics ranging
from how social networks influence
health behaviors to the evolutionary
psychology of food perceptions.
Vizireanu earned her Global Health
Ph.D. from Arizona State University
and her M.S. in Health Promotion
from Indiana University.

assistant at the Center for the Study of
Los Angeles. As a part of the StudyLA
team, Max assists in many aspects
of the research process, performing
quantitative and qualitative data
analysis, preparing research reports,
and disseminating results. Before his
role with StudyLA, he worked as a
research assistant for the California
Center for Population Research,
Santa Monica Farmers’ Market, and
the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) on projects
related to food security and agriculture.
Dunsker earned his B.A. in Economics
and International Development
Studies, with a minor in Geospatial
Information Systems (GIS), from UCLA.

research communications coordinator
for the Center for the Study of Los
Angeles. She oversees StudyLA’s
visual style in select print and web
materials and manages all social
media platforms. She also assists
with planning and promoting
StudyLA special events including
lectures, forums, and conferences.
She works closely with StudyLA’s
undergraduate research team
and mentors them through tasks
related to administration, external
communications, media production,
event production, and programming.

is a graduate research assistant
for the Center for the Study of Los
Angeles. As a mentor to StudyLA’s
undergraduate research assistants,
she helps to oversee the completion
of crucial projects by assisting
undergraduate students’ writing,
technical, and analytical skills. She
also assists with qualitative and
quantitative research. Pham
earned her B.A. in Anthropology
and Education from University of
California, Riverside and is currently
working toward an M.A. in Counselor
Education/School Counseling
and Guidance Services at Loyola
Marymount University.
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StudyLA Development Council

James Garrison

Chairman, StudyLA
Development Council
James Garrison is president
of Pacific Federal Insurance
Corp. Garrison is an
executive board member
of the LA Area Chamber of
Commerce, and has served
on their board of directors
since 2010. As a former
member of the Electoral
College, he represented
California in the 2000
presidential election.

Henry Cisneros is co-

founder and chairman of
CityView. He became the
first Latino mayor of San
Antonio in 1981. Cisneros
was appointed by President
Clinton to be Secretary
of the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban
Development in 1992. He is
a member of the advisory
boards of the Bill and
Melinda Gates and the Broad
Foundations.

Thomas Flintoft is a

founding principal of Kindel
Gagan, an LA-based public
the director of regional
affairs and lobbying firm.
public affairs for Southern
He is the founder and
California Gas Company.
former chair of the Alumni
Carrasco currently serves on Association of Leadership
the Boards for the Southeast LA. Currently, Flintoft is a
Community Development
board member of the Los
Corporation and Plaza
Angeles Business Council.
Community Service. He
He earned his B.A. in
earned a B.S. in mechanical
economics from Fordham
engineering from California
University.
State University Northridge.

Andy Carrasco is

Barbara Casey is founder

Ruben Gonzalez ’98

is president of Gonzalez
and chairman/CEO of
Strategic Affairs. He also
public relations firm Casey
serves as senior advisor
& Sayre. Casey started
of strategic affairs for the
her career with KB Home,
Los Angeles Area Chamber
where she became a vice
of Commerce. Gonzalez
president. Active in civic and currently serves on the
philanthropic involvements, Board of Directors for the
she sits on numerous
Eisner Pediatric and Family
boards and committees.
Medical Center Foundation.
She graduated from West
Gonzalez earned his B.A.
Virginia University where she in philosophy and political
earned a B.S. in journalism.
science from LMU.

Alex Martin Chaves ’86

serves as CEO of Parking
Company of America, L.L.C.
He is a graduate of LMU
where he earned a B.S. in
Business Administration. He
is a former member of the
LMU Board of Trustees and
an active member of the
university’s Latino Alumni
Association where he serves
as president.
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Katherine Hennigan
’04 is a President of

ColLAborate, specializing in
land use and government
affairs. Kate spent more
than twelve years serving
Los Angeles in various
capacities, including serving
on various city committees.
Kate earned her M.A. in
International Public Policy
and Management from USC,
and holds a B.A. in English
from LMU.

Randal Hernandez

serves as Director of
External Affairs for Southern
California at Verizon.
Hernandez served as
appointments secretary to
Governor Schwarzenegger.
Hernandez is a graduate
of Leadership Long Beach
and Leadership Southern
California. He earned his B.A.
and M.P.A. from California
State University Long Beach.

Fran Inman is senior

Alexander Moradi is the

managing member and
founder of ICO. He currently
serves on the Boards
of the Downtown Los
Angeles Fashion Business
Improvement District and
the Los Angeles Child
Guidance Clinic, as well as
the Executive Committee
of the Central City
Association. Moradi
earned his B.S. from USC.

Miguel A. Santana is

president and CEO of the
Los Angeles County Fair
Association. Santana serves
on the Boards of MALDEF,
LA Plaza de Cultura y Artes,
United Way of Los Angeles,
and Discovery Cube Los
Angeles. He formerly served
as the city administrative
officer for the city of LA.

Renata Simril ’93 is

president and CEO of the

George L. Pla is president, LA84 Foundation. She
CEO, and founder of
Cordoba Corporation. Pla is
a regent emeritus at LMU,
president associate at USC,
and co-founder of the USC
Latino Alumni Association.
He currently serves as the
co-chair of the Southern
California Leadership
Council and is co-founder of
the City Club.

Timothy Psomas ’62

is chairman of the Board
at Digital Map Products
LLC and chairman emeritus
at Psomas. He served as
the American Council of
Engineering Company’s
national chairman in 2009.
Psomas also served on the
Board of Trustees of his
alma mater, LMU, where
he earned his B.S. in civil
engineering.

vice president at Majestic
Realty Co., the largest
privately held developer
and owner of masterplanned business parks
in the U.S. Inman serves
on a variety of business,
economic development, and
transportation boards and
organizations throughout
the region. She earned a B.A.
and an M.B.A. from California David Roberti, Esq. ’61
State University Fullerton.
is a partner at Roberti
Jenson LLP. At age 26, he
Lisa Gritzner is CEO of
David Levine has served was elected to the California
LG Strategies specializing
as chief of staff to Jerry
State Assembly in 1966, the
in government and media
B. Epstein, a real estate
youngest legislator elected
relations, communications,
developer, since 1987. He
into office. He was elected
and community engagement is a former president of
to State Senate in 1971,
for corporate, government
Jewish Family Service of Los and climbed the ranks to
agencies and non-profits.
Angeles and is the president president pro tempore from
She serves as the Chair of
of the Marina del Rey Lessee 1980 to 1994. Roberti is a
the VICA Board of Directors Association. He graduated
graduate of LMU.
and is a member of the
from the University of
Founder’s Board of the Los Pennsylvania and earned his
Angeles Neighborhood Land Ph.D. in American civilization
Trust. Gritzner graduated
from Harvard University.
from California State
University Sacramento with
a B.A. in government.

served as LA’s deputy mayor
of economic development
for the Hahn Administration,
and she expanded rental
and affordable housing in
Los Angeles as a senior
executive at Forest City
Development. Simril earned
her B.A. in urban studies
from LMU and her Master’s
in real estate development
from USC.

Mark Slavkin is the

director of education at
Wallis Annenberg Center
for the Performing Arts,
Beverly Hills. Slavkin sat on
the Los Angeles City Board
of Education for eight years,
and served as its president
from 1994–1996. He earned
his B.A. and M.A. in political
science from USC.

Kevin Sloat ’81 is the

principal and founder of
Sloat Higgins Jensen and
Associates, a full-service
lobbying firm based in
Sacramento. Sloat is highly
regarded in Sacramento both
as a legislative strategist and
as a direct lobbyist. He has
successfully guided major
legislative initiatives for many
large corporate and public
sector clients.

Ray A. Vasquez ’89 is

the senior vice president
and the market executive
for commercial banking
at Bank of America Merrill
Lynch, providing strategic
financial guidance and
solutions throughout Greater
LA. He serves on the Board
of Directors for the Valley
Economic Development Co.
and the White Memorial
Medical Center’s Charitable
Foundation.

Peter Villegas is a vice

president and the head of
Latin affairs for Coca-Cola
where he manages local,
regional and national
strategies that position
Coca-Cola as a leading
corporate citizen. He serves
on numerous boards and
was recognized as a top
Latino executive by the
Hispanic Association on
Corporate Responsibility.
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StudyLA Signature Studies and Events

STUDYLA STUDENT
RESEARCH ASSISTANTS
JOHN ANDRIKOS
Class of 2021

ANDREW BROWN
Class of 2020

AURORA CRUM
Class of 2020

SALONI DANGORIA

LA Public Opinion Survey:
This survey is the largest
annual general social survey of
any metropolitan area in urban
America with data collected
since 2014.

LA Votes Exit Polls: StudyLA
conducts the largest per-capita
exit poll in the country, resulting
in some of the most accurate
exit polling results of every major
election in the Los Angeles region.

Class of 2022

LUIS LOPEZ
Class of 2022

ALDEN LUNDY
Class of 2020

CLAUDIA MORAN
Class of 2022

JACKSON NOL
Class of 2022

JULIA PRADEL
Class of 2021

ARIEL PRUYSER

Community Studies:
A comparative extension of
the LA Public Opinion Survey,
StudyLA conducts public opinion
surveys and demographic profiles
of cities, communities, and
neighborhoods in LA.

Forecast LA: Exploring the
civic and economic concerns,
cultural identities, and levels
of satisfaction in Los Angeles,
Forecast LA aids decision
makers in shaping the future
of LA by providing annual
snapshots of the region.

Lecture Series: StudyLA
organizes a series of lectures
throughout the year bringing
civic, economic, political, and
social leaders to campus to
interact with LMU students.
Lectures are free and open to
the public; they are also videorecorded and archived.

Class of 2021

CAMILA RIVERA
Class of 2022

SIMONA VISHNEVSKY
Class of 2022

STUDYLA AUXILIARY
PERSONNEL AFFILIATES
MASON STOCKSTILL
Assistant Director of
Media Relations

LAUREN ZUCHOWSKI
LONGWELL

Leaders/Elite Studies:
StudyLA conducts elite studies of
leaders in LA County, allowing for
a comparison of opinions between
leaders and their residents. Examples
include mayors, city managers,
superintendents, and community
college trustees and presidents.

LA Riots Anniversary
Studies: Marking each fiveyear anniversary of the historic
1992 Urban Unrest events that
continue to affect Los Angeles
profoundly, StudyLA conducts
resident surveys to study the
ongoing impact of the unrest.

LA and Megacities
Comparative: In collaboration
with companies and
organizations, this cuttingedge program develops a new
generation of leaders in Los
Angeles by studying other
forward-thinking cities.

Curator for the StudyLA
Research Collections,
Archives and Special
Collections Department

SCHOLARS AND FELLOWS
DAVID AYÓN
Senior Research Fellow

SEN. STEVEN BRADFORD
Senior Research Fellow

MARA A. COHEN

Senior Research Fellow

MATT BARRETO
Research Scholar

STEPHEN NUÑO
Research Scholar

MAIA KRAUSE

Most Significant Elected
Officeholders: StudyLA uses a
systematic methodology to
produce two databases—the
100 Most Significant Elected
Officeholders in LA County and
the 300 Most Significant Elected
Officeholders in California. By
studying the demographics of
political leaders going back to
1950, StudyLA creates a powerful
visual tool of the political landscape
as it changes over time.

Sacramento Legislative
Seminar: StudyLA expands
its educational mission by
producing an annual legislative
seminar attended by students
from colleges and universities
throughout California.

StudyLA Research Collection:
The Thomas and Dorothy Leavey
Center Research Collection
preserves significant Los Angeles
political artifacts and papers.
The research collection includes
papers of LA public officials;
LA real estate and industrial
developers; reformers and reform
movements, principally in late
20th-century LA; and prominent
Roman Catholic families in LA.

Research Fellow

FRANK ROMO

Research Fellow

BERTO SOLIS

Research Fellow

ALEX KEMPLER

Graduate Research Fellow
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The Los Angeles Public
Opinion Survey is the
largest annual general
social survey of any
metropolitan area in
urban America.
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METHODOLOGY
As part of its unique approach to forecasting in the Los
Angeles region, the Center for the Study of Los Angeles
conducted an outlook survey. The Los Angeles Public
Opinion Survey involved 20-minute telephone sessions
and online surveys with more than 2,000 adults (1,100
phone and 900 online) living in Los Angeles County.
Survey respondents were asked about quality-of-life
perceptions, personal economic wellbeing, economic
concerns, overall life satisfaction, and various civic issues.
SAMPLING
Since the primary purpose of this study was to gather
representative input from adult residents within the Los
Angeles region, an initial random digit dial (RDD) sample
was employed. The RDD sample was drawn by determining
the active phone exchanges (the first three numbers of
a seven-digit phone number) and blocks with a given
sampling area (in this case, by the zip codes that comprise
the county). A random list of all active residential and cell
phone numbers in the area was produced. This method
included both listed and unlisted phone numbers. Listed
samples were used to meet particular quotas for racial/
ethnic categories and geographic location.
The online portion was comprised of responses from
double opt-in respondents who have agreed to participate
in surveys. Real-time sampling and survey publishing
services were also used to target respondents outside of
the initial reach. Finally, listed samples were used to fill gaps
within racial/ethnic and geographic quotas. For all methods,
adult respondents in LA County were targeted and then
randomly selected within their group.

PLEASE NOTE:
All numbers represent
percentages, unless
otherwise indicated.
Due to rounding, not
all rows or columns
total 100%.

SCREENERS
The protocol for this study involved asking potential
respondents a series of questions, referred to as screeners,
which were used to ensure that the person lived within the
county and was at least 18 years old. The target sample
size was 1,000 residents from the city of Los Angeles and
1,000 residents from Los Angeles County who live outside
the city of LA. The first quota was a random digit dialing
of approximately 375 residents (with 80% cell phone).
The online survey ran concurrently with a target sample
size of 900 respondents. The remaining racial/ethnic and
geographic quotas were determined based on the fallout:
350 African American residents, 500 Asian residents, and
350 residents from the San Fernando Valley (only within
the city of Los Angeles). Given the demographic proportion
of Latina/o and white residents in the region, as expected,
both groups naturally fell out from the initial wave of online
and phone respondents.

Certain questions are
asked of one’s city. If
the respondent lives
in unincorporated
LA County, the
question was framed
about either the area
or the county more
generally.

DATA COLLECTION
Telephone surveys were conducted the first four full weeks
in January 2020 and first two weeks in February between
the hours of 4:30pm and 12pm during the week, 10am
to 4pm on Saturday, and 12pm to 5pm on Sunday. The
survey was translated into Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean.
Translators who spoke Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean
were available to conduct interviews for residents who only
spoke, or were more comfortable speaking any of those
languages. The online survey ran concurrent with the phone
survey and was available in both English and Spanish.

Results from 2015 are
represented in orange.

The margin of error is ±3.0% for the entire sample of
2,002 residents.

Results from 2020 are
represented in kelly
green.

Several questions
have been asked
multiple years and are
color coded according
to the Forecast LA
accent color for that
specific year.
Results from 2014 are
represented in green.

Results from 2016 are
represented in blue.
Results from 2017 are
represented in purple.
Results from 2018 are
represented in teal.
Results from 2019 are
represented in coral.

2020 | FORECAST LA

7

METHODOLOGY

Residents surveyed (2,002)
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Demographics
EDUCATION

SEX
Male
Female
Non-binary

48%
51%
1%

Less than high school
High/Tech school graduate
College graduate
Graduate degree

MARITAL STATUS
8%
45%
35%
11%

45%
29%
9%
15%
2%

Multiple responses allowed.

AGE
18-29
30-44
45-64
65 & over

38%
48%
14%

IDENTIFY AS LGBTQ

RACE/ETHNICITY
Latina/o
White
African American
Asian
Other ethnicity

Single
Married/Domestic partnership
Separated/Divorced/Widowed

24%
28%
32%
16%

EMPLOYMENT
Employed full-time
Employed part-time
Student
Homemaker
Retired
Self-employed
Not working

43%
12%
6%
4%
18%
7%
9%

Yes
No

10%
90%

YEARS LIVED IN LOS ANGELES
5 years or less
6-15 years
16-25 years
26 years or more

7%
13%
24%
57%

UNION HOUSEHOLD
Yes
No

21%
79%

DISABILITY OR MEDICAL CONDITION
Yes
No

18%
82%

POLITICAL IDEOLOGY
Liberal
Moderate
Conservative

40%
31%
29%

HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Under $40K
$40K–$69,999
$70K–$99,999
$100K–$149,999
$150K or more

34%
25%
17%
13%
10%

2020 | FORECAST LA
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WHERE IS LOS ANGELES
HEADED?
How do you think things are going in the Los Angeles region? StudyLA’s
annual Los Angeles Public Opinion Survey has asked this core question for the past seven years. In fact, just about every poll StudyLA does
begins with this question. Why? It is a great barometer of attitudes and
captures the respondent’s feelings about society in general.
This question has not only been asked by our research center, but
by almost every major research organization—at the local, city, regional,
state, national, and international levels—for more than half a century.
While the comparisons across space and time are not perfect because
every survey has a different sample size, question order, and timing, we
are able to compare our results to others because the question tends to
remain the same. In our survey, this question is asked of a representative
sample of approximately 2,000 Angelenos during the months of January
and early February. When we compare our data with broader surveys, we
find that the more local the question, the more optimistic the answer. We
encounter more optimism at the city level than at the state or national
level. Locally, we find that people are more optimistic about their neighborhood than they are about their city, and in turn more optimistic about
their city than their region.
While comparisons are easy to make within our survey across the
years, it is more difficult when comparing between different types of
samples. This is especially the case when making comparisons between
resident polls and voter polls. When we conduct a resident poll, every
adult over the age of 18 has a random chance of being interviewed. That

is not the case with voter polls. Approximately ten million people live in
Los Angeles County, approximately eight million of which are adults. As
of the publication of this book, only five and a half million LA County residents are registered voters, meaning a voter poll would leave out nearly
one-third of the adult population.
At StudyLA, we believe we cannot talk about trends in Los Angeles
County when such a significant portion of the adult population is left out.
A survey of registered voters to talk about LA County as a whole shows
a bias by not including a truly representative sample of adult Angelenos.
Voter polls are, of course, important. StudyLA surveys voters for major
elections, but the results must be interpreted within the correct context.
Voter polls should not be used to try to understand the general social,
cultural, and economic attitudes of a population. It is more expensive to
do resident surveys, but we feel strongly that we must undertake this
effort to capture what is really happening in Los Angeles. Data from residents are more valuable when responding to the attitudes, needs, and
wants of all Angelenos.
Our survey continues to portray Angelenos as optimistic, though not
as much as in previous years. We wonder how that reservoir of optimism
is withstanding given the pandemic. Even though our survey was out in
the field pre-COVID-19, StudyLA conducted a survey in April focusing on
the pandemic using the same methodology. This combination of confidence and optimism that persists on a local level will be key as we rely on
our city and state officials to carry us through the pandemic. •

How do you think things are going in the Los Angeles region: in the right direction
or the wrong direction?
RIGHT DIRECTION
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WRONG DIRECTION

2014

59%

41%

2015

69%

31%

2016

65%

35%

2017

67%

33%

2018

59%

41%

2019

59%

41%

2020 53%

47%

13
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HOME IS WHERE THE
TRUST IS
At the end of 2019, Donald Trump became the third president of the
United States to be impeached. The court of public opinion continues to
judge him through his response to the coronavirus pandemic. In January,
Angelenos believed they could trust city government (44%) and state
government (43%) more than federal government (38%). Levels of trust
in the federal government remained the same at the onset of the pandemic. Respondents of our COVID-19 Public Opinion Survey expressed

over twice as much confidence in Mayor Eric Garcetti (85%) and Governor Gavin Newsom (84%) than they did in Trump (38%).
This year we started asking about trust in corporations and small
businesses. Only one in three Angelenos has trust in corporations to do
what is right. Meanwhile, two in three residents have trust in small businesses (67%) and in their neighbors (66%). Year after year we see the same
trend: Angelenos have trust in institutions that are closer to home. •

How much of the time do you think you can trust the following groups to do what is right?
JUST ABOUT
ALWAYS

MOST OF
THE TIME

ONLY SOME
OF THE TIME

NONE OF
THE TIME

SMALL BUSINESSES

19%

YOUR NEIGHBORS

24%

SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY

26%

YOUR POLICE DEPT

22%

YOUR ENERGY PROVIDER

20%

36%

33%

YOUR SCHOOL DISTRICT

19%

37%

36%

LABOR UNIONS

15%

RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS

17%

CITY GOVERNMENT

13%

31%

45%

STATE GOVERNMENT

13%

30%

41%

16%

MEDICAL INSURANCE
PROVIDERS
MEDIA

15%

41%

16%

13%

26%

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

12%

26%

CORPORATIONS

10%

48%

42%

39%

40%

4%

28%

6%

28%

6%

29%

35%

9%

11%

9%

39%

32%

11%

38%

28%

22%

29%

43%

45%

47%

13%

12%

18%

17%

20%
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BELONGING IN LOS ANGELES
With which statement do you most agree?

In this year’s survey, our team of researchers at StudyLA posited the statement to Angelenos: “I feel like I belong in Los Angeles,” to see whether
they agreed. With an overwhelming consensus, 82% of Angelenos either
strongly or somewhat agreed that they feel like they belong in LA. An
additional 3% feel like they belong in their community (totaling 85%).
Among those who felt they belonged in Los Angeles, residents in
South Los Angeles County topped the list (88%). Residents in the eastern
portion of LA County and South LA were the most likely to feel they
belonged in their community (90% and 88%, respectively).
Yet, just because residents feel that they belong in LA or in their community, that hardly means they are a monolithic group in their beliefs.
Just over half of residents throughout the county (55%) said that their
values and opinions generally line up with most people in Los Angeles
as opposed to most people in LA seeming to have values and opinions
different from theirs (45%). Overall, Angelenos recognize the differences
and the diversity of their views with one another, but that does not lessen
the feeling that they belong in Los Angeles. •

55%

45%

MY VALUES AND
OPINIONS GENERALLY
LINE UP WITH MOST
PEOPLE IN LA

MOST PEOPLE IN LA SEEM
TO HAVE VALUES AND
OPINIONS DIFFERENT
FROM MINE

How much do you agree with this statement: I feel like I belong in my community/Los Angeles?
MY COMMUNITY
STRONGLY AGREE

46%

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT AGREE

39%

10%

5%

LOS ANGELES
STRONGLY AGREE

50%

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT AGREE

32%

12%

6%

How would you rate the sense of community as a characteristic in relation to your city
or LA County as a whole?
GOOD

2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020
16
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FAIR

42%

41%

39%

35%
45%

15%

46%

41%
38%

POOR
17%
16%

43%

16%

46%

18%

47%
44%

12%

U N D E R S T A N D I N G T O D AY ’ S A N G E L E N O S

PEOPLE EXPERIENCING
HOMELESSNESS:
VICTIMS OR CULPRITS?
In 2019, the Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority stated that 29% of
people experiencing homelessness suffered from mental illness and/or
substance abuse. The LA Times then reported that 67% of people experiencing homelessness fell into one or both of these categories. These are
drastically different figures based on methodology, timing, and question
interpretation. Our own survey asked residents about their views on this
discrepancy: when asked to choose between two categories, 43% of residents said that people experiencing homelessness are mentally ill, drug
addicted, and even violent. On the opposite side of the spectrum, 57% of
residents believe that homeless individuals are victims of a lack of economic, social, and medical infrastructure.
Differences of opinion from the overall numbers are evident. One can
see a marked contrast in how people experiencing homelessness are
viewed among two different ethnic groups. Forty-nine percent of Asians
believe homeless people are mentally ill, drug addicted, and even violent
with 51% believing that they are victims of lack of infrastructure. With African Americans, the numbers are 35% and 65% respectively.
Furthermore, differences by political ideology are notable. Liberals
more often see people experiencing homelessness as victims (69%)
whereas conservatives perceive them more as violent, drug addicted and
mentally ill (59%). One other intriguing difference is between registered
voters and those who are not registered voters. Registered voters believe
people experiencing homelessness to be victims (59%) whereas those who
are not registered to vote are more evenly split on the matter, indicating
that residents with the capacity of voting on homelessness measures are
inclined to a more empathetic view of people experiencing homelessness.
All opinions lead to the same conclusion: new measures are necessary
to help people experiencing homelessness. Elected officials, city agencies,
and voters will need to take action. •

With which statement do you most agree?

43%

57%

MOST PEOPLE WHO
ARE EXPERIENCING
HOMELESSNESS IN LA ARE
VIOLENT, MENTALLY ILL,
OR DRUG ADDICTED

MOST PEOPLE WHO
ARE EXPERIENCING
HOMELESSNESS IN
LA ARE VICTIMS OF A
LACK OF ECONOMIC,
SOCIAL, OR MEDICAL
INFRASTRUCTURE

With which statement do you most agree? Most people who are experiencing
homelessness in LA are:
VIOLENT, MENTALLY ILL,
OR DRUG ADDICTED

BY RACE/ETHNICITY

VICTIMS OF A LACK OF
ECONOMIC, SOCIAL, OR
MEDICAL INFRASTRUCTURE

AFRICAN AMERICAN

35%

65%

ASIAN

49%

51%

WHITE

39%

61%

LATINA/O

46%

54%

LIBERAL

31%

69%

MODERATE

44%

56%

CONSERVATIVE

59%

41%

BY POLITICAL IDEOLOGY
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SHELTERS AND MAYORAL
POWER
“The State of California can no longer treat homelessness and housing
insecurity as someone else’s problem.” Governor Newsom issued this
call to action during his State of the State address to California lawmakers and citizens this February. This declaration reverberated through
Los Angeles County, where the Los Angeles Homeless Service Agency
(LAHSA) reported that 58,963 people were experiencing homelessness
in 2019. Angelenos agree that there is a crisis. This year, when asked if
declaring a local homelessness state of emergency and giving the mayor
full power to site homeless housing is necessary to solve the LA homelessness crisis, they answered a resounding yes, with 78% in agreement.
Angelenos have shown an overwhelming commitment to tackling this
issue, both in their support of Measures H and HHH as well as in their
responses to our survey. However, last year residents did not agree on
who should determine the location of new homeless shelters. Residents’

answers split evenly between city government (51%) and community
stakeholders (49%). This year, we asked Angelenos how they would
spend existing funds for the homelessness crisis, such as those allocated
in Measures H and HHH. Once again, there was disagreement: 58% of
people prioritized short-term shelters while 42% favored long-term shelters. Support for short-term shelters was highest among those over 65
(69%), those who are not registered to vote (66%), and those with less
formal education (70%).
As California adopts a renewed urgency towards the homelessness
crisis, Los Angeles County must become the catalyst for action. Instead
of viewing homelessness as intractable, Angelenos want Mayor Garcetti
to lead the way. Given the wealth, innovation, and consensus in the Los
Angeles region, we are better situated to tackle the problem of homelessness here than anywhere else. •

Do you agree or disagree with the following statement: declaring a local homelessness
state of emergency and giving the mayor full power to site homeless housing is necessary
to solve the LA homelessness crisis?
STRONGLY AGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT AGREE

36%

42%

12%

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

10%

To help those experiencing homelessness, with which statement do you most agree:
EXISTING FUNDS ARE BEST SPENT ON BUILDING
SHORT-TERM SHELTERS THAT WOULD GET PEOPLE
OFF THE STREETS AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE

58%

EXISTING FUNDS ARE BETTER SPENT
ON LONG-TERM HOUSING THAT
WOULD TAKE LONGER TO BUILD

42%

BY AGE
18–29

52%

48%

30–44

52%

48%

45–64

62%

38%

65+

69%

31%

LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL

70%

30%

HIGH/TECH SCHOOL GRADUATE

60%

40%

COLLEGE DEGREE

55%

45%

GRADUATE DEGREE

53%

47%

BY EDUCATION

18
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POLICING IN LA: SAFETY,
TRUST, AND TRANSPARENCY
Earlier this year, California moved to increase police transparency
through state legislation with the passage of SB-1421. The bill makes
it easier for the public to obtain records related to police officers’ conduct. Accordingly, 73% of our survey respondents agree that their police
department is doing enough to be transparent with the public. Agreement is highest among homeowners, conservatives, and those with
children in the household. City of Los Angeles residents are less likely
to express agreement (10 points lower than county residents), which
may partly be due to the highly-publicized metro gang scandal in early
January, where officers in South LA were suspected of falsifying information to wrongly portray people as gang members.
When it comes to police services in general, half of Angelenos rate
their police department as “good.” Those who trust their police department to do what is right “most of the time” are three times more likely

to rate their police services as “good.” Opinions on transparency have an
even greater effect on ratings—Angelenos who agree that their police
department is doing enough to be transparent are six times more likely
to choose the “good” rating (64% vs. only 11% for those who disagree).
Ratings of police services have not changed significantly with time
for the county overall, but they did drop by 6% outside of the city of Los
Angeles in the past year, especially among African Americans. A majority
(64%) of African American county residents rated their police services as
“good” in 2019, while only 46% do so this year.
Naturally, ratings of police services are reflected in our quality of
life—specifically, how safe Angelenos feel. Those who chose the “good”
rating (vs. “poor” rating) are less likely to worry about crime and are twice
as likely to recommend their area for its safety and overall quality of life. •

Do you agree or disagree that your police department is doing enough to be transparent
with the public?
STRONGLY AGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT AGREE

27%

46%

16%

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

11%

How would you rate police services in your city/area?
OVERALL
GOOD

FAIR

50%

POOR

39%

11%

BY RACE/ETHNICITY
AFRICAN AMERICAN 42%

42%

16%

ASIAN 51%
WHITE 56%
LATINA/O 47%

41%

7%
35%

41%

9%
12%
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IS FAME A FAIR TRADE-OFF?
In the wake of a proliferation of anti-paparazzi legislation in California,
which has largely stemmed from celebrity lobbying, we asked Angelenos if celebrities should be granted legal protection from paparazzi
photographers or if dealing with paparazzi is the price celebrities must
pay for fame. Angelenos are split. Nearly half of residents (48%) believe
that celebrities should receive legal protection from paparazzi, while the
other half (52%) believe that it is the price celebrities pay for fame.
By far the age group that most sympathized with celebrities was the
youngest of the respondents, ages 18 to 29 (58%). This is not surprising since research over the last fifteen years has shown that teens have
an increasing interest in fame and becoming famous. Social media may
also play a role in this result. Data from Pew Research Center (2019)
show that 90% of U.S. adults ages 18 to 29 use social media platforms
where users can follow celebrities as easily as they can follow friends,
incorporating celebrities and their perspectives into social media users’
daily networks. This trend contributes to the development of parasocial
relationships, which are one-sided relationships where one person
exerts time and energy into a relationship and the other person does
not know a relationship exists. When this parasocial relationship develops, the empathy toward celebrities is often enhanced. Yet, as for now,
the question remains: is fame a fair trade-off? •

With which statement do you most agree?

48%

52%

CELEBRITIES DESERVE
SPECIAL LEGAL
PROTECTIONS FROM
PAPARAZZI

PAPARAZZI IS THE PRICE
CELEBRITIES MUST PAY
FOR BEING FAMOUS

—Vanessa Díaz*

With which statement do you most agree?
CELEBRITIES DESERVE
SPECIAL LEGAL PROTECTIONS
FROM PAPARAZZI

BY AGE

PAPARAZZI IS THE PRICE
CELEBRITIES MUST PAY
FOR BEING FAMOUS

18–29

58%

42%

30–44

47%

53%

45–64

42%

58%

65+

48%

52%

AFRICAN AMERICAN

45%

55%

ASIAN

46%

54%

WHITE

50%

50%

LATINA/O

47%

53%

LIBERAL

55%

45%

MODERATE

45%

55%

CONSERVATIVE

42%

58%

BY RACE/ETHNICITY

BY POLITICAL IDEOLOGY
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* Vanessa Díaz is Assistant Professor of Chicana/o and Latina/o Studies at LMU. Her research focuses on media and popular culture across the Americas.
An interdisciplinary ethnographer, journalist, and filmmaker, she is the author of the book Manufacturing Celebrity: Latino Paparazzi and Women
Reporters in Hollywood (Duke University Press).
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LOS ANGELES, ARE YOU
(VIDEO) GAME?
Two out of three (66%) Angelenos agree that video games can be a
useful learning tool in education. Younger residents, liberals, males, those
with more formal education, and those with children in the household,
are all more likely to agree. Taking a closer look at those with children, we
see that across all racial/ethnic groups, a majority of parents agree that
games can be a useful educational tool, though whites are most likely to

hold this belief (80%) and Latinas/os are the least likely (63%). Parents
with higher levels of trust in their school districts are also more likely to
believe that games can be useful in educational settings (6% more than
those who have less trust). Lastly, agreement increases tremendously
with education—from just 38% among parents with less than high school
degrees to 81% among parents who are graduate degree holders. •

There is a movement to increase the use of video games in education.
Do you agree or disagree that video games can be a useful learning tool?
STRONGLY AGREE

25%

41%

BY AGE

18%

STRONGLY AGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

43%

31%

13%

43%

45–64 17%
65+ 13%

16%

SOMEWHAT AGREE

18–29 37%
30–44

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT
DISAGREE

SOMEWHAT AGREE

6%

14%

40%

21%

35%

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

12%
22%

25%

27%

BY SEX
MALE 32%

41%

FEMALE 18%

15%

42%

20%

13%
19%

BY EDUCATION
LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL 14%

23%

19%

HIGH/TECH SCHOOL GRADUATE 26%

42%

COLLEGE DEGREE 26%

44%

GRADUATE DEGREE 25%

44%
17%

15%

18%

43%

12%

19%

13%

BY CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD
NO CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD 21%
CHILDREN IN THE HOUSEHOLD 30%

43%

19%
39%

17%
15%

15%
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THE KING OF LOS ANGELES
Entertainment options in Los Angeles seem endless. You can catch a latenight talk show, a concert, and a play all in the same night. However, when
it comes to sports, Angelenos are clear—the Lake Show is their favorite.
In January 2018, when StudyLA asked Angelenos who their favorite team
was, the Dodgers came out on top. Since then, a lot has changed. The
Dodgers playoff struggles continued, while the Lakers made a splash in
July 2018 by signing all-time great LeBron James and resumed their winning ways to start the 2019-2020 season. In 2020 Angelenos responded:
35% said the Lakers were their favorite team, 5% higher than in 2018. The
Dodgers dropped down to second favorite at 31%.
While the Clippers finished fourth overall, they made strides within
the City of LA. In 2020, 12% of City of LA respondents selected the Clippers as their favorite team, compared to just 3% in the rest of LA County.
In 2020, StudyLA researchers decided to push this question a step
further and ask Angelenos, “Who is your favorite professional athlete
that plays for a team with LA in its name?” In a region with so many
MVP’s in their respective leagues, we wanted to know which athlete sits
above the rest. Turns out we all refer to LeBron James as “King James”
for a reason: 46% of respondents named him their favorite athlete. In
fact, regardless of age, gender, race, or social class, LeBron James is the
most beloved athlete playing in Los Angeles today. Our survey also noticed another Laker star receiving love from Angelenos. After the tragic
loss of all-time great Kobe Bryant on January 26th, Angelenos showed
their love for the superstar: he was the most frequently mentioned
athlete not offered as an answer choice in our survey. •

Of the following players, who is your
favorite athlete that plays for a team
with LA in its name?

46% LEBRON JAMES
11%
7%
6%
4%
4%
4%

CODY BELLINGER
MIKE TROUT
OTHER
K AWHI LEONARD
PHILLIP RIVERS
CARLOS VELA

3%
3%

A ARON DONALD
ANZE KOPITAR

2%

CANDACE PARKER

2%

ZLATAN IBRAHIMOVIC

What is your favorite professional team with LA in its name?

43%
34%

2014

LAKERS

37%

DODGERS

35%

CLIPPERS 7%
KINGS 5%
ANGELS 4%
GALAXY 4%
CHIVAS 3%
SPARKS 1%

2016

LAKERS

38%

DODGERS

30%

CLIPPERS 9%
KINGS 8%
GALAXY 6%
ANGELS 5%
SPARKS 1%

2018

DODGERS

35%

LAKERS

31%

RAMS 8%
ANGELS 7%
GALAXY 6%
KINGS 5%
CLIPPERS 4%
SPARKS 1%
CHARGERS 1%

2020

LAKERS
DODGERS
RAMS 8%
CLIPPERS 6%
GALAXY 6%
ANGELS 5%
KINGS 3%
LAFC 2%
CHARGERS 2%
SPARKS 1%
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LOOKING TO THE
FUTURE
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THE CLIMES THEY ARE
A-CHANGIN’
In October 2019, Los Angeles County faced three major fires that disrupted the lives of Angelenos. The Saddleridge, Tick, and Getty fires left
few unscathed, many suffered from poor air quality, and others lost their
homes. While fires are a natural part of LA’s chaparral ecosystem, the
severity and duration of the fire season is indicative of a larger trend: climates are changing around the world. With a crippling drought in recent
memory and devastating fires around the globe, how much do Angelenos believe climate change will harm them?
An astounding majority, 89% of Los Angeles County residents, believe
climate change will affect them, even if only a little bit. Those who believe
climate change will affect them “a great deal” tend to be younger than 45
(44%), have children (44%), and hold liberal political beliefs (49%).
The consensus that climate change could harm you personally (89%)
adds to our findings on Angeleno climate opinions; it is a much greater

agreement than we saw in 2019, when our survey found that 72% of
residents believe humans cause climate change. Concern only grows
when thinking about how climate change will affect people in the LA
region (92%), the United States (94%), and future generations (94%).
In a 2019 nationwide survey (Yale Program on Climate Communication), 67% of people believed climate change would affect future generations “a great deal” or “a moderate amount.” The Yale survey also found
that among Californians, that number was 73%. Among Angelenos, we
found that number to be 83%. In 2020, a majority of voters nationwide
stated climate change was a policy priority for the federal government
for the first time ever (Pew Research Center, 2020). Due to our geography, Angelenos have been aware of the danger climate change poses
for decades, but recent disasters and heat waves have alerted us to the
looming ramifications. •

How much do you think climate change will affect each of the following groups?
You personally
A GREAT DEAL

40%

A MODERATE AMOUNT

ONLY A LITTLE

33%

NOT AT ALL

16%

11%

People in the LA region
49%

30%

13%

7%

13%

7%

People in the U.S.
56%

25%

Future generations of people
66%
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17%

11%

6%
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THE POWER LA’S SUPPLYING...
IT’S ELECTRIFYING!
There is a movement in Los Angeles
to electrify all buildings, which means
replacing gas with electricity for your
stove, heating, and laundry. Are you
aware of this movement?

Would you go “all-electric”—as in heat your home and cook your food
using electricity as the only source of power? For California, electrification
is one of the key strategies to achieve its ambitious 2045 goal of getting
all of its electricity from climate-friendly sources. Would Angelenos want
to live and work in all-electric buildings, especially if they will bear the cost
of transitioning away from natural gas?
Most Angelenos are not aware of the electrification movement (70%).
Those who are male, liberal, are registered to vote, own their homes, have
more formal education, and have higher household incomes are more
likely to know about it. When it comes to race, whites report awareness at
the highest rate (35%) while African Americans report the lowest (21%).
Despite the general lack of awareness, a majority of Angelenos support electrification (64%) with younger, liberal-leaning Angelenos who
rent being the most likely to do so. However, when asked about support
if homeowners, renters, and business owners have to bear the cost of the
transition, overall support drops from 64% to 50%. The highest drop is
among Angelenos under 30 (19% drop) and students (23% drop).
Personal demographics aside, views on climate change are also an
important factor: a majority (71%) of Angelenos who believe that climate
change will impact them “a great deal” or “a moderate amount” show support for electrification vs. only 46% of those who believe climate change
will impact them “only a little” or “not at all.” •

30%

70%

Yes

No

Would you support this movement to electrify all buildings in Los Angeles?
STRONGLY SUPPORT

SOMEWHAT
OPPOSE

SOMEWHAT SUPPORT

21%

43%

BY AGE

STRONGLY
OPPOSE

18%

STRONGLY SUPPORT

18–29

28%

30–44

25%

45–64

16%

65+

13%

18%
SOMEWHAT STRONGLY
OPPOSE
OPPOSE

SOMEWHAT SUPPORT
57%

12%

48%

14%

34%

24%

35%

4%
13%

26%

22%

31%

Would you support this movement to electrify all buildings in LA if homeowners, renters,
and business owners would have to pay the cost of this transition?
STRONGLY SUPPORT

16%

SOMEWHAT SUPPORT

34%

SOMEWHAT
OPPOSE

21%

STRONGLY
OPPOSE

29%
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A CLOUDED ECONOMIC
FORECAST
In January and early February when this survey was in the field, the majority
of Angelenos expected the national (63%) and regional (62%) economies
to improve. The growth of the stock market and decline in trade tensions
fueled optimism heading into the new decade. Then came the coronavirus
pandemic, which has destabilized the global economy to an unparalleled
extent and left an unprecedented number of Americans out of work.

Although this year’s survey did not capture the effect of the pandemic on Angeleno economic opinion, its long-term impact will be captured in StudyLA’s future trends. If economic tidings improve by our
2021 survey, opinion may show optimism for next year that eclipses our
previous seven years of data. We will find out, by 2021, do Angelenos
think this storm will pass? •

In general, do you believe the national economy will do much better, somewhat better,
somewhat worse, or much worse in 2020 than 2019?
NATIONAL ECONOMY
OVERALL

MUCH BETTER

2015 20%
2016 15%

61%

15%

54%

2017 17%

40%

2018 17%

44%

2019 13%

SOMEWHAT MUCH
WORSE
WORSE

SOMEWHAT BETTER

40%

2020 18%

22%

5%
9%

29%

14%
26%

13%

32%

14%

45%

29%

9%

Do you believe the Los Angeles’ regional economy will do much better,
somewhat better, somewhat worse, or much worse in 2020 than 2019?
REGIONAL ECONOMY
OVERALL

2015 17%

64%

2016 15%

58%

2017 15%

48%

2018 15%

53%

2019 12%
2020 15%
30 FORECAST LA | 2020

SOMEWHAT
WORSE

MUCH BETTER SOMEWHAT BETTER

46%
47%

MUCH
WORSE

15%
20%
28%
24%
33%
29%

4%
7%
9%
9%
9%
9%
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ENERGIZED: A RENEWED
SENSE OF OPTIMISM
In our county of exemplary environmentalism, 65% of Angelenos said
they were willing to pay more on their bill to transition to renewable
energy. With the federal government poised to leave the Paris Climate
Agreement this November, investment in renewable energies has
fallen to state, county, and city leaders across the country. California,
Los Angeles County, and the city of Los Angeles have adopted ambitious renewable energy policies, setting targets for 100% renewable
energy sources by 2045, 2050, and 2045, respectively. Angelenos
have been supportive of these efforts, with satisfaction for city (85%)
and county (90%) sustainability programs remaining very high.

An unwillingness to pay more to transition to renewable energy
was common among older people, conservatives, and those with less
formal education.
The data also show a strong correlation between household income
and willingness to pay more: households making $70K or more were
willing to pay more (77%) than those earning between $40K and $69K
(69%) and those earning less than $40K (57%).
Almost one third of the power LADWP (32%) and Edison (36%) provide is renewable and their “Green Power for Green L.A.” and “Green Rate”
plans both provide 100% renewable energy at a premium. As California
and LA push towards using all renewable energy in the next 25 years,
Angelenos will have to buy into the idea of spending more on their utilities. •

Los Angeles is moving towards 100% renewable energy, which means using electricity
supplied only from clean sources, like wind and solar power. These renewable energy
sources are more expensive than fossil fuels. How much of an increase to your energy bill,
if any, would you be willing to pay to transition to 100% renewable energy?
5% INCREASE

10% INCREASE

24%

20% INCREASE 30% INCREASE

24%

BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME

12%

5%

UNDER $40K

26%

$40K–$69,999

29%

$70K–$99,999

23%

$100K–$149,999

20%

$150K OR MORE

14%

NOT WILLING TO PAY MORE

6%

10%
21%

35%

20%

30%

7%

3%

28%

NOT WILLING TO PAY MORE
43%

9%

31%

3%

17%

26%

5%

22%

26%

10%

19%

31%

19%

24%
24%
23%

How would you rate city/county sustainability (e.g., solar energy programs, energy
conservation, clean water, etc.)?
GOOD

FAIR

40%

POOR

48%

BY AREA

12%

GOOD

CITY OF LOS ANGELES

36%

REST OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

43%

FAIR
49%

POOR
14%

47%

11%
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HERE’S WHAT IS
SHAKING UP ANGELENOS
Just months after the Ridgecrest earthquake of 7.1-magnitude, Angelenos worried more about earthquakes (78%) than they worried about
other negative experiences, including crime (72%) and unpayable healthcare costs (70%).
The earthquake—more powerful than the Northridge earthquake
of 6.7-magnitude in 1994—was a reminder that the Big One could jolt
Southern California at any moment. By tenure, residents who moved to
Los Angeles shortly after the Northridge earthquake (current tenure 16

to 25 years) worried most—81%. By age, the most worried were residents
aged 19 to 38 at the time (current age 45 to 64) followed by those aged
4 to 18 (current age 30 to 44)—81% and 79%, respectively.
The pandemic has since intensified some anxieties and created new
ones. In January, 70% of Angelenos were already worried about unpayable
healthcare costs and 61% were already worried about job loss. These issues
have become more pertinent to residents in the midst of this crisis. •

How worried are you about you or someone in your household experiencing
any of the following events?
VERY WORRIED

SOMEWHAT WORRIED

NOT VERY
WORRIED

EARTHQUAKE

38%

40%

14%

IDENTITY THEFT

38%

CRIME*

34%

37%

NOT
WORRIED
AT ALL

8%

16%

38%

9%

19%

9%

UNPAYABLE
HEALTHCARE COSTS

37%

33%

16%

13%

MASS SHOOTING

37%

32%

18%

13%

WILDFIRE

33%

JOB LOSS

32%

TERRORIST ATTACK
HOMELESSNESS
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29%
32%

30%
29%
29%
25%

21%

16%

21%

18%

26%

17%

21%

22%

Response option order was randomized; results are listed in numeric order
*For the survey, crime was defined as assault, burglary, grand theft auto, etc.
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THE SWITCH
TO VOTE CENTERS
America is a patchwork of election systems. Each state has different laws
and different procedures for running elections. Even when the laws are
the same, such as in the state of California, each county implements the
laws differently.
In time for Super Tuesday, Los Angeles County unveiled Voting Solutions for All People, a modernized voting experience that puts voters
at the center of system design and offers new options to maximize voter
participation. With the ability to cast a ballot at any vote center with
mobile, pop-up, and around-the-clock voting options over an 11-day
period, Voting Solutions for All People has the potential to be more
inclusive than any voting system ever tried in America.
This revolutionary idea seems like something everyone would know
about. However, in the gubernatorial general election exit poll conducted by StudyLA in November 2018, only 27% of at-poll voters knew
about the transition from traditional polling places to vote centers. Fast
forward to the Los Angeles Public Opinion Survey conducted in January
2020, two months before Election Day, only 48% of registered voters
were familiar with the transition.

By race, about half of Asian and Latina/o registered voters did not
know about the transition and African American and white registered
voters were only slightly more aware. By language spoken, three out of
five Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean speakers who are registered voters
did not know about the transition. Meanwhile, over half of English speakers did know.
The lack of awareness could have led to some of the apparent issues
we saw on Super Tuesday. However, according to our LA Votes exit poll
conducted in March 2020, an overwhelming majority of at-poll voters were
pleased with the new voter experience—59% rated it as “excellent” while
another 28% rated it as “good.” Nearly one in three voters (31%) learned
about the transition on Election Day. In spite of this, over half (58%) agreed
that the new technology made voting in this election much easier.
Only 4% of at-poll voters rated their overall experience as “poor”—still,
4% of millions translates to thousands of grumpy voters. In mid-April, the
Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors voted to require the Los Angeles
County Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk to send a vote-by-mail ballot to
every registered voter for the November 2020 election. Here’s looking to
higher voter participation and overall voter satisfaction. •

Starting with this year’s March 3rd election, voting in LA County is changing from
traditional polling places to vote centers. How much do you know about the
switch to vote centers?

Yes

Yes, but...

No

I HAVE BEEN
FOLLOWING THE NEWS
ABOUT IT

I HAVE HEARD ABOUT IT
BUT DO NOT KNOW THE DETAILS

I DID NOT KNOW ABOUT IT

15%

33%

52%

BY VOTER REGISTRATION
REGISTERED VOTER 17%
NON-REGISTERED VOTER 5%
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35%
24%

48%
71%

LOOKING TO THE FUTURE

Of registered voters...
BY SURVEY LANGUAGE

YES—I HAVE BEEN
FOLLOWING THE
NEWS ABOUT IT

ENGLISH

18%

SPANISH

17%

MANDARIN

15%

KOREAN

6%

YES—I HAVE HEARD
ABOUT IT BUT DO NOT
KNOW THE DETAILS

NO— I DID NOT KNOW ABOUT IT

37%

46%

20%

63%

23%

62%

33%

61%

BY RACE
AFRICAN AMERICAN

19%

ASIAN

14%

WHITE

21%

LATINA/O

15%

18–29

22%

30–44

24%

45–64

11%

65+

10%

33%

48%

36%

50%
37%

42%

35%

50%

BY AGE
37%

42%

34%

41%

36%

53%

32%

58%

BY EDUCATION
LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL

6%

HIGH/TECH SCHOOL

12%

COLLEGE GRADUATE

20%

GRADUATE DEGREE

29%

19%

75%
34%

54%
39%

41%
33%

38%
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THE CENSUS IS HERE.
HAVE YOU HEARD?
The 2020 Decennial Census is upon us and knowledge of this fact
among LA County residents has particular importance. The county’s
designation as “hardest to count” by the Census Bureau, which indicates challenges in participation, can result in a loss of federal funding
for education, healthcare, and scores of programs across communities.
In addition, reapportionment and redistricting, which reallocates and
redraws legislative seats on city, state, and federal levels, occur in population shifts found through these census results: currently, California is
at risk of losing a congressional seat.
In 2010, Los Angeles County had a participation rate of 69%. What
participation rate can we expect from Angelenos in 2020? Three months
prior to Census forms first arriving in homes, our survey gleaned some
understanding of where some residents were: 31% followed the news
of the census. A solid 40% had heard of it (the most common trend
through all demographics), indicating that a majority (71%) of residents

had passing knowledge of the Census or more.
Interestingly, one factor that had given a spotlight to the Census is
the citizenship question, which was ultimately barred from the questionnaire by the Supreme Court. Only 66% of Latinas/os and 56% of unregistered residents had followed or heard about the census, irrespective of the
alarm sounded on headline news over the proposed citizenship question.
Other minority groups fared better with their knowledge of the Census
(African Americans with 69% and Asians with 73%). The most informed on
the Census were whites (80%), the highly educated (college degree 80%,
graduate degree 84%) and liberals (78%).
The 2020 Census has changed shape after the current pandemic crisis
and there are many questions as to what participation rates we should
expect, especially as census field operations are delayed. Thankfully, participation deadlines are also postponed (October 31) and stay-at-home
policies may facilitate enumeration, working in LA’s favor. •

Are you aware that the 2020 US Census will take place this year starting on April 1?

Yes

Yes, but...

No

I HAVE BEEN FOLLOWING
THE NEWS ABOUT IT

I HAVE HEARD ABOUT IT
BUT DO NOT KNOW THE DETAILS

I DID NOT KNOW ABOUT IT

31%

40%

29%

BY RACE
AFRICAN AMERICAN

33%

ASIAN

29%

WHITE

36%

LATINA/O

29%

LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL

20%

HIGH/TECH SCHOOL

25%

COLLEGE GRADUATE

38%

GRADUATE DEGREE

45%

36%

30%

44%

27%
44%

20%

37%

34%

BY EDUCATION
32%

48%
40%

34%
42%

20%
39%

16%
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READY FOR THE NEW
STADIUM?
While construction of the brand new SoFi Stadium continues through the
coronavirus pandemic, its slate of summer concerts has been postponed
to 2021. Prior to the pandemic, attendance at the new SoFi stadium looked
hopeful: 48% of Angelenos said they planned to attend an event at the
stadium this year.
While the stadium will host a variety of events, including the 2028
Summer Olympics Opening and Closing Ceremonies, its main use will
be as the home stadium to both the Chargers and Rams NFL teams.

The teams now face scenarios of having their season canceled or playing
without fans present. Should their season return to normal, our data show
some insight into attendance: of those who selected the Rams as their
favorite professional team, 53% said they plan on attending an event at
SoFi stadium while 37% of fans that selected the Chargers said they plan
on attending an event. •

The new SoFi Stadium in Inglewood is opening in 2020 and will host professional football
games, music concerts, and other athletic events. Do you plan to attend an event at SoFi
stadium in its first year?

Yes

No

48%

52%

BY HOUSEHOLD INCOME
UNDER $40K

38%

62%

$40K–$69,999

49%

51%

$70K–$99,999

58%

42%

$100K–$149,999

60%

40%

$150K OR MORE

59%

41%

18–29

58%

42%

30–44

61%

39%

45–64

39%

61%

65+

33%

67%

BY AGE

What would be the most you would be willing to pay for a single ticket to watch your
favorite team play?
$25 OR LESS

35%
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$26-$50

$51-$100

28%

19%

$101-$150

MORE
$151- THAN
$200 $200

9%

5% 4%
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I LOVE LA. WE LOVE IT!
Last year Mayor Eric Garcetti spoke to LMU students about the freedom
to innovate, explore, and thrive; belonging that welcomes anyone from
anywhere; and building a future better than today. These are qualities
that define Los Angeles.
Three out of four residents proudly identify as Angelenos. LA residents want the world to know Los Angeles for the following qualities:
diversity and inclusion (34%), sustainability and climate change action
(24%), and creative industries (20%).
More than half of Los Angeles County residents speak a language
other than English as their primary language. Recognizing the diversity
of the region, StudyLA administers the Los Angeles Public Opinion Survey
in English, Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean. By all demographics, Mandarin speakers demonstrate the greatest support for diversity and inclusion:
nearly half (48%) want Los Angeles to be known for it around the world.
Spanish speakers demonstrate the least support for diversity and
inclusion (16%), and would rather the region be known as a leader in
sustainability and climate change action (33%). Those who have lived
here 5 years or less (34%), are homemakers (34%), have earned less than a
high school diploma (30%), are self-employed (28%), and are white (26%)
would also prefer Los Angeles to be known for sustainability and climate
change action. Notably, an overwhelming majority of residents (93%)
believe climate change will affect people in the region to some degree.
Los Angeles is a place of belonging. We welcome diversity and
inclusion as well as ideas that keep us moving forward. It’s our brand. •

Of the following aspects, what do you want
LA to be known for around the world?

34%
Diversity & inclusion

5%

Other

17%
Innovation

24%

Sustainability
& climate
change action

20%
Creative industries

Response option order was randomized; results are listed in numeric order

Of the following aspects, what do you want LA to be known for around the world:
diversity and inclusion, creative industries, sustainability and climate change
action, innovation, or another area?
SUSTAINABILITY
& CLIMATE
CHANGE ACTION

BY RACE
DIVERSITY & INCLUSION

AFRICAN AMERICAN 47%

CREATIVE
INDUSTRIES

19%

ASIAN 42%

21%

WHITE 26%

12%

22%

26%

LATINA/O 35%

INNOVATION OTHER

14%

21%
25%

8%
13%

20%
19%

3%
7%

18%

3%

BY SURVEY LANGUAGE
ENGLISH 36%
SPANISH 16%

23%

19%

33%

28%

MANDARIN 48%
KOREAN 39%
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18%
18%

25%
24%

5%

11%

4%
9%

29%

7%
5%

2

Mayor Eric Garcetti’s address to the LMU community can be found at LMU.edu/studyLA.
Response option order was randomized; results are listed in numeric order
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Do you consider yourself to be an Angeleno?

76%

yes

77%

24%

yes

no

23%
no

2014

2015

78%

yes

no

72%
yes

no

no

no

2018

2019

Yes

BY TENURE IN LA

26%
no

2016

72%
yes

28%

yes

22%

72%
yes

28%

74%
2017

28%

2020

No

5 YEARS OR LESS 33%

67%

6–15 YEARS 64%

36%

16–25 YEARS 68%

32%

26 YEARS OR MORE 79%

21%

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 76%

24%

REST OF THE COUNTY 69%

31%

BY AREA
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LOOKING AHEAD
At the beginning of the year, when our survey was conducted, the future
looked bright for the vast majority of Angelenos. Eighty-four percent
of respondents believed their lives would be much better or somewhat
better in the next 10 years. However, the COVID-19 pandemic may have
a significant impact on our outlooks.
The most positive outlook was from younger adults, many of whom
were hit hard by the global budget cuts and unemployment spikes in
the months that followed.
This year, we also asked Angelenos about their prospects for staying in Los Angeles versus moving out in the next 10 years. Around half
of Angelenos said that moving out of LA in the next 10 years is either
not very likely or not at all likely. Another quarter said the odds are only

somewhat likely, leaving the remaining 21% who say they are very likely
to move out of Los Angeles in the next 10 years.
Year after year, Angelenos recommend their city or area as a place
to live, and 2020 was no different. Approximately three-fourths of Angelenos said that if someone was interested in moving to their city or area,
they would recommend it as a place to live overall (79%), a place to work
(72%), a place to raise children (70%), a safe place to live (73%), and for
its overall quality of life (76%).
Non-LA residents may criticize our rising cost of housing, congested
traffic, or ill-designed public transportation system; Angelenos, however,
would still recommend their city. Despite these uncertain times, hopefully
Angelenos will continue to hold on to this positive outlook of our fair city. •

How likely are you to move out of the Los Angeles region in the next 10 years?
VERY LIKELY

SOMEWHAT LIKELY

21%

NOT VERY LIKELY

26%

NOT LIKELY AT ALL

27%

26%

Do you believe your life will be much better, somewhat better,
somewhat worse, or much worse in 10 years?

MUCH BETTER

SOMEWHAT BETTER

33%

51%

BY GENERATION

MUCH BETTER
GEN Z

34%

MILLENNIALS

38%

GEN X

39%

BABY BOOMERS

24%

SILENT/GREATEST GENERATION

19%
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SOMEWHAT BETTER

SOMEWHAT
WORSE

12%

MUCH
WORSE
8%

53%

3%

7%

49%

50%

4%

SOMEWHAT
WORSE

55%

48%

MUCH
WORSE

8%

3%

22%
22%

2

6%
9%
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If someone was interested in moving to your city/area, would you recommend it
for the following aspects?

Yes

AS A PLACE TO LIVE
OVERALL

AS A SAFE PLACE
TO LIVE

AS A PLACE
TO WORK

AS A PLACE TO RAISE
CHILDREN

FOR ITS OVERALL
QUALITY OF LIFE

No

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

85%

15%

86%

14%

84%

16%

84%

16%

82%

18%

81%

19%

79%

21%

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

83%

17%

86%

14%

84%

16%

80%

20%

76%

24%

75%

25%

73%

27%

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

65%

35%

67%

33%

66%

34%

73%

27%

76%

24%

73%

27%

72%

28%

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

77%

23%

80%

20%

77%

23%

75%

25%

72%

28%

71%

29%

70%

30%

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

82%

18%

84%

16%

82%

18%

83%

17%

80%

20%

78%

22%

76%

24%
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“At the beginning of this crisis, I reached out to Loyola
Marymount, knowing that the center had done amazing
work looking at the way we look at our city and each
other, and I knew that this was information that can
arm us with the right decisions to save lives.”
—MAYOR ERIC GARCETTI, PRESS CONFERENCE ON APRIL 10, 2020

COVID-19 RESPONSE
In mid-March, just a month after we finished our annual Los Angeles
Public Opinion Survey, Mayor Eric Garcetti called on our research team
to help. We quickly put a plan into action that would follow a similar
methodology as our annual survey, but that would have a much narrower focus: understanding how fellow Angelenos were thinking about
and reacting to the COVID-19 pandemic.
For the next month, our team developed, tested, translated, and programmed a survey to query 2,000 Angeleno adult residents by phone
and online in both English and Spanish.

Do you think the coronavirus is:

86%
A REAL THREAT

14%

BLOWN OUT OF
PROPORTION

We had five major highlights first featured in Mayor Garcetti’s April 10th
press conference, followed by reporting from several media outlets in the
following weeks:
• N
 early everyone (95%) supported the Safer at Home order:
Angelenos felt it was the right thing to do.
• A majority said the government’s response had been just about
right (59%), and another 30% thought the government could do
even more.
• We also found that residents are listening to the orders, and they
are responsive. Most Angelenos gave accurate answers to the
most common symptoms as well as the ways one can protect
themselves and others. For example, after the initial recommendation for wearing masks was given, the number of individuals
who listed wearing a mask as a way to protect themselves and
others increased significantly.
• Not all the data were positive. Unfortunately, nearly half (48%) of
Angelenos said they or someone in their household had either
been let go or had their hours cut at work. Respondents who were
younger or who had lower household incomes to start with were
the most impacted by these cuts.
• Lastly, nearly 1 out of 5 Angelenos did not have anyone they could
depend on for care. A difficult situation like a pandemic can be
much more difficult economically or personally without a safety net
of those around you.
As of the printing of this book, life has not returned to normal, nor is there
a clear plan for what normal will look like, nor even when, how, or if it will
return. Regardless of what the next steps may be, our team was honored
to serve a key role in helping decision-makers develop data-informed
policies to assist in these unprecedented times.
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How worried are you that you or a member of your household will get the coronavirus?
VERY WORRIED

NOT VERY
WORRIED

SOMEWHAT WORRIED

38%

41%

NOT WORRIED
AT ALL

14%

7%

Do you support LA elected officials’ decision to implement the “Safer at Home” order to
stay at home unless you are essential personnel?
STRONGLY SUPPORT

SOMEWHAT
SUPPORT

SOMEWHAT STRONGLY
OPPOSE
OPPOSE

18%

3 2

77%

How much confidence do you have in the following groups and individuals to deal with the
coronavirus pandemic?
A GREAT DEAL
OF CONFIDENCE

PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP

17%

GOVERNOR GAVIN NEWSOM

40%

YOUR LOCAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT

37%

CITY OF LA MAYOR ERIC GARCETTI

38%

A FAIR AMOUNT
OF CONFIDENCE
21%

NOT VERY MUCH
CONFIDENCE
23%

NO CONFIDENCE
AT ALL
39%

44%

11%

49%

5%

11%

47%

3%

10%

5%

Sub-question order was randomized

Do you think the local government’s response to the coronavirus pandemic has been:
TOO MUCH

11%

JUST ABOUT RIGHT

59%

NOT QUITE ENOUGH

NOT ENOUGH
AT ALL

24%

6%

Have you or someone in your household been let go or had your work hours reduced
because of coronavirus?

Yes

No

48%

52%
2020 | FORECAST LA 47

LOOKING TO THE FUTURE

COVID-19 Public Opinion Survey
In response to the coronavirus pandemic, StudyLA conducted a community study of Los
Angeles County residents to assess how the pandemic has impacted them.
On April 10, 2020, Mayor Eric Garcetti invited Associate Director Brianne Gilbert to share the
final results of the study during the COVID-19 Response Update press briefing for Angelenos.
The first of nine Los Angeles Times stories covering the results was featured in the
Sunday, April 12, 2020 print edition of the paper. The study was covered by several media
organizations, including LAist, CBS Los Angeles, NBC Los Angeles, Telemundo, Spectrum
News 1, Bloomberg News, and CNN.

Learn more about the study at LMU.edu/studyLA
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JOIN US FOR THE EIGHTH ANNUAL

April 2021

49

2020 Presidential Primary Election
EXIT POLL
On March 3, 2020, StudyLA conducted an exit
poll of at-poll Los Angeles County voters. More
than 250 student field researchers collected
nearly 3,600 surveys across 50 randomly
selected vote centers in the county. Voters were
asked how they voted and what they thought of
the new vote center experience.
VOTE CENTER STUDY
Concurrent with the exit poll, StudyLA
conducted a vote center study to assess the
quality of the new vote centers. Student field
researchers visited 815 vote centers in Los
Angeles County on Election Day. Vote centers
were assessed on a variety of characteristics
such as visibility, parking availability, accessibility,
ballot marking device functionality, and vote
center lead knowledgeability.
Over 250 undergraduate students conducted
field research for the 2020 Presidential Primary
Election Exit Poll and Vote Center Study.
This year, we partnered with California State
University, Long Beach, introducing even more
students to this invaluable hands-on field
research experience.
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Kyle DeBlois ’21

Kyle Tocco ’20
Kyra Ehlers ’20
Larissa Gonzalez
Lauren Lee ’22
Lena Kazanchyan ’20
Lewis Parker ’22
Liam Rogers ’21
Lillian Gabrielsen ’22
Lily Smith ’23
Lizbeth Ramales Arango ’22
Luca Francini ’20
Madhuri Thackeray ’20
Madison Dailey ’23
Malik Ushurbakiyev ’21
Margaret Ray ’20
Mariana Estrada ’21
Marieann Garzon ’23
Marisa Torre ’23
Mason Kent ’21
Mateo Valles Quintana ’22
Matthew Stephen ’21
Maxwell Himmelright ’22
Maxwell Miyake ’21
Maya Frizzell ’22
McKenna Stump
Meaghan Truman ’20
Melany Rodriguez ’22
Melissa Garcia Cruz
Mercy Solorzano
Michael Veyette Jr.
Michael Johnson
Michaela Cahill ’22
Michel Eljaiek ’22
Mila Kellam ’22

Miranda Assalley ’21
Mitchell Kole ’22
Naa Kwaley Cofie ’21
Nabila Hafizi ’21
Nadia Herrera ’20
Natalie Stanton ’21
Neelu Namboodiri ’22
Nelson Poon ’21
Nicholas Horab ’21
Nicholus Geater
Nicolas Papa ’21
Nicole Azarian ’21
Nicole Gaglione ’20
Nicole Hernandez ’22
Nicole Norman ’23
Noah Bradley ’22
Noah Elvina
Nolan Kim ’23
Olin Osborne ’23
Paige Horsley ’21
Pamela Lopez
Pasha Ghassemlou ’20
Peter Martin ’21
Pierre Hajjar ’21
Rachel Bozza ’22
Reilly Grzywacz ’22
Renee Briana Rodriguez ’21
Ricardo Lara
Robert Baransaka ’22
Roberto Hodgens ’20
Sabine Caplin ’22
Sara Esmaeili ’20
Sara Saham ’22
Sarath Cornelio

Scarlett Olsen ’20
Sean Sevilla
Serena Kotob ’22
Shakeel Joyce ’21
Shareef Chowdhury ’20
Simone Butler ’22
Sofia Steinberger ’21
Sophia Cea ’21
Spencer Goodman ’20
Stefanie Perez ’20
Stephanie Martinez ’22
Steven Daneshgar ’21
Tanya Adib ’21
Teresa Lechuga-Kanapilly ’22
Tessa Muller ’23
Thai Thongcharoen
Thomas Cohen ’22
Thomas Molina ’21
Tommi Alexander ’22
Tyler Ellingson
Vanessa Velasco ’22
Velzani Moncayo ’20
Viannie Egbunike ’23
Wilder Maguire ’22
Zander Zemliak ’23
Zhi Jiao Danielle Goh ’20
Zoe Grandy ’22
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Student Success
At its core, StudyLA is a teaching institution. It is recognized as one of the leading
undergraduate research centers in the nation. StudyLA provides rigorous, mentored
research experiences with an emphasis on hands-on field research through our exit
polls, community studies, and other field research projects. Every year, StudyLA student
research culminates with participation in the University’s undergraduate research
symposium. By the end of their time at StudyLA, students gain a deep understanding
of the issues affecting Los Angeles through research and develop a strong commitment
to active citizenship.

StudyLA Student Engagement in 2020

14
243
4,480
3,589
52 FORECAST LA | 2020

Student Research
UNDERGRADUATE RESEARCH SYMPOSIUM

STUDENT RESEARCH
ASSISTANTS

• 100% acceptance rate for 13 students to present
original research findings in April 2020

NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON UNDERGRADUATE RESEARCH

FIELD
RESEARCHERS

• 100% acceptance rate for 4 students to present
original research findings
• 100% students received the BCLA Student
Conference/Travel Funding

WESTERN POLITICAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION
100% acceptance for 2 students to present original research

Data Collected by Students
HOURS OF MENTORED
RESEARCH

HOURS OF FIELD
RESEARCH

LA VOTES PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY ELECTION
•
•
•
•

253 field researchers
3,596 exit polls administered
815 vote centers assessed
3,289 hours of research

U N D E R S T A N D I N G T O D AY ’ S A N G E L E N O S

Lecture Series
The Bellarmine Forum is an annual celebration of the life of the mind in relation to LMU’s
mission. Each year, the Bellarmine College of Liberal Arts offers a series of interconnected
events and undergraduate courses that engage an important question or theme.
In partnership with Professors Elizabeth Drummond, Pete Hoffman, and Ed Park, StudyLA
hosted three lecture series events that explored the rapidly changing social, economic,
political, and environmental contexts that are forging the future of Los Angeles.

October 15
NEW URBANISM IN SILICON BEACH
• Vince Bertoni, AICP, Director of
City Planning, Los Angeles
• Sol Blumenfeld, Community
Development Director, Culver City
• Larry Kosmont, CRE, Chairman
and CEO, Kosmont Companies
• Pete Hoffman, Professor and Chair of
Urban and Environmental Studies, LMU

October 22
LATINOS: SHAPING THE FUTURE OF LA
When California Proposition 187 passed 25 years
ago, the Latina/o community confronted a series
of anti-immigrant, racially divisive initiatives that
threatened to uproot LA’s cultural, economic, and
socio-political identity. StudyLA’s Fernando Guerra
moderated a conversation with prominent Latina/o
leaders to commemorate the 25th anniversary of
this landmark legislation.
• Alex Padilla, California Secretary
of State and Former President of
the Los Angeles City Council
• Antonia Hernández, President of California
Community Foundation and Former
President of the Mexican American Legal
Defense and Educational Fund (MALDEF)

• Kevin de León, California State Senate
President Pro Tempore Emeritus and Los
Angeles City Council District 14 Member-Elect
• Fabian Nuñez, California State
Assembly Speaker Emeritus

October 29
MAYOR ERIC GARCETTI ON
THE FUTURE OF LA
Now in his second term as the city’s 42nd mayor,
Mayor Garcetti visited LMU to discuss emerging
trends and themes in public policy that will impact
the future of the region as well as his vision
for expanding LA’s leadership as a global and
sustainable city. In conversation with StudyLA’s
Fernando Guerra, Mayor Garcetti spoke about the
freedom to innovate, explore, and thrive; providing
a sense of belonging that welcomes anyone, from
anywhere; and building a future better than today.
In partnership with Spectrum News 1, “Mayor
Garcetti on the Future of LA” and “New Urbanism
in Silicon Beach” are featured as part of a special
segment Vision 2030: The Future of SoCal, a
documentary that explores what life will look like
in Southern California over the next decade. More
information about the documentary can be found
at LMU.edu/studyLA.

2020 | FORECAST LA 53

Running Rosters
Running Rosters Overview

132
70
943

TOTAL
DATASETS

YEARS OF
DATA

StudyLA’s running rosters are datasets created to track changes in political representation.
Running rosters serve as visual representations of the time elected officials served in office and
are used to capture changes in voting patterns and the total population. By presenting the data
this way, running rosters demonstrate how changes in the voter population and voter behavior
directly influence changes in the demographics of the political leadership.
Our running rosters document elected leadership from 1950 to the present. The datasets
include the 88 city councils of LA County, the top 100 elected leaders in LA County, and the
top 300 elected leaders in California, including the California Supreme Court and the Board of
Equalization. The positions that make up the Top 100 and 300 are determined by constituent
size, budget size, and prestige of position.
The unit of analysis for StudyLA’s running rosters is the election cycle from the general election
in which an individual was elected into office to the subsequent general election in which
the office is up for election. Each elected official is coded by their political affiliation, race and
ethnicity, and gender.

Running Rosters and Prop 187
POSITIONS
TRACKED

In 2019, StudyLA’s most recent running roster dataset focused on the 25th anniversary of
California’s Proposition 187, a ballot initiative to establish a state-run citizenship screening system
that would deny undocumented immigrants access to public benefits. Although the courts
eventually ruled Prop 187 unconstitutional before it could take effect, our running rosters track
the noticeable changes in political representation, voting patterns, and total population that have
transpired since. In order to track changes in political representation, StudyLA documented all of
the changes in the 186 California partisan offices from 1994 to 2019. Included are the California
Constitutional Officers (7), U.S. Senators (2), Members of Congress (53), State Senators (40),
State Assemblymembers (80), and Members of the Board of Equalization (4). We also collected
population data from the U.S. Census Bureau in order to capture shifts in the total population.
This dataset shows a clear trend. After 1994, we see an increase in Democratic and minority
leadership throughout California’s 186 partisan offices. As a result, today there is greater
Democratic representation and greater minority representation in California’s 186 partisan
elected offices than ever before. There are fewer registered Republicans and more votes for
Democratic candidates in general elections. The Latina/o population is greater than the white
population and there are just as many (e.g., in California) or more (e.g., in Los Angeles County)
foreign-born citizens than non-citizens.
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Sacramento Seminar 2020
This year, the 64th annual Sacramento Legislative Seminar took place from February 23
to 25. LMU led several colleges and universities in organizing the three-day program at
the State Capitol. The universities that participated included Fullerton College, Fresno
State, Cal State East Bay, University of Southern California, and St. Mary’s College with
student delegations representing each school. Student attendance at this year’s seminar
was the highest in several years.
This seminar is made possible by David A. Roberti ’61 who established the Honorable
David A. Roberti Award to provide financial aid to LMU students who wish to attend
the Sacramento Legislative Seminar.

2020 Sacramento Legislative Seminar

HIGHLIGHTS:

The 2020 seminar featured a diverse assortment of topics, speakers,
and panelists that ranged in discussions from the “#MeToo”
movement in state politics to expert analyses on the 2020 California
primaries and general election. Other panel discussion focused
on lobbyists, media, young staffers, and formers students now
participating in the Capital Fellows program. The three-day program
put special emphasis on giving students insight into the inner
workings of the state capitol.

Sunday Networking Social and
#MeToo panel at California Chamber
of Commerce

Students interested in careers in Sacramento got a more in-depth
look at policy and legislation during the elected officials’ speaker
series. Assembly Members Sharon Quirk-Silva, Phil Chen and
Bill Quirk along with Senators Steven Bradford and Ben Allen
were present. CA Board of Equalization Chair Tony Vazquez also
participated, with Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon providing
closing remarks.
•

Dates: February 23-25, 2020

•

Total number of students: 106

•

Number of LMU students: 28

Tour of California State Assembly
chambers
Alumni Luncheon at Frank Fat’s
restaurant attended by California
Legislative Analyst and LMU alum
Gabriel Petek ’95 along with other
alumni
Legislative office visit to Assembly
Member and LMU alum Kevin Kiley ’09
One-on-one Interview with Tani
Gorre Cantil-Sakauye, Chief Justice of
California Supreme Court
One-on-one interview with Fiona Ma,
California State Treasurer
Alumni Reception at residence of
LMU alum Kevin Sloat ’81
Closing remarks by Assembly Speaker
Anthony Rendon
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Mexico City Immersion 2019
The Los Angeles/Mexico City Program is a weeklong university-led immersion program for
LMU students enrolled in a select group of courses, which examine and compare the two cities
as part of their coursework. The unique relationship between the megacities is thoroughly
explored while in Mexico City through talks, tours, and panel discussions with experts in
history, culture, economics, urban planning, and government. On each trip, special emphasis
is given to current issues and the local and global impact that the issues bring forth.

LA/CDMX 2019 Mexico City Immersion Program

HIGHLIGHTS:

As part of the Los Angeles/Mexico City Comparison course, students
chose research topics that examined linkages in select areas. This
year, students explored topics such as transportation, education,
health systems, city infrastructure, #MeToo movements, gentrification,
and immigration/asylum seekers, among other themes. Students
studied cultural sites visited during the immersion trip as a means of
understanding the distinctive history of Mexico City. Students also
gave on-site presentations while in Mexico City.

Guest lecture with Carlos García de
Alba, Consul General of Mexico in
Los Angeles

Emphasis was placed on the changing political and social landscape
(with a new, third party in power). This focus was informed by a guest
lecture at LMU, from the Consul General of Mexico, Carlos Garcia de
Alba. The lecture was followed by discussions in Mexico City with author
Francisco Goldman, Museum Director Jose Luis Paredes Pacho, artist
Karina Morales, researchers at Centro de Estudios Sociales y Opinion
Publica (CESOP) as well as political science professors from Universidad
Autonóma de Mexico (UNAM), and Iberoamericana University.

Academic roundtable of professors
at UNAM
Academic roundtable of professors
at Iberoamericana University
Academic roundtable of researchers
and presentation by Dr. Fernando
Guerra at Centro de Estudios Sociales
y Opinión Pública (CESOP)
Tour of Congreso de la Unión
(the Mexican Legislature)

•

2019 Dates: June 8-June 15, 2019

Lecture at Casa del Hijo de Ahuizote

•

2021 Dates: Late Spring/Early Summer

Ballet Folklórico de México

•

Number of students: 33

Basílica de Guadalupe
Casa Azul
Museo de Antropología
Plaza de la Tres Culturas
Templo Mayor/Palacio Nacional/
Zócalo
Teotihuacán
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Community Studies

MAPPING STUDYLA'S SURVEY RES
34,000 PEOPLE I N TERVI EWED

At the beginning of each year, StudyLA conducts the region’s largest general social
Previous Community Studies
survey which queries more than 2,000 residents to gauge their opinions, perceptions,
MAPPING
STUDYLA'S
SURVEY
RESPONDENTS:
2014-PRESENT
• Southeast
Cities (2019)
and outlooks for the forthcoming
year. StudyLA
collaborates with partners
to include
34,000
I N TERVI
EWED
additional cities or areas in the
surveyPEOPLE
or formulate
questions
that pertain to the topics
• Downtown LA (2019)
most important to residents.
Partnering with StudyLA on a community study allows leaders to understand what
residents are thinking and how their opinions compare to residents in other communities,
cities, and the county as a whole.
At the survey’s completion, the participating city/area receives a report that includes
tables of every substantive question tabulated by every demographic and geographic
variable (e.g., race, gender, age, homeownership, etc.). All surveys are offered in English and
Spanish, with additional language options available when appropriate.

• Pico Union (2018)
• Playa Vista (2018)
• Foothill Gold Line (2017)
• City of Duarte (2017)

MAPPING STUDYLA'S SURVEY RESPONDENTS: 2014-PRESENT
34,000 PEOPLE I N TERVI EWED

Mapping StudyLA’s Survey Respondents: 2014–Present
34,000 ADULTS INTERVIEWED
MAPPING
STUDYLA'S SURVEY RESPONDENTS: 2014-PRESENT

34,000 PEOPLE I N TERVI EWED
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N ovem b er 2014, n = 1,467
N ovem b er 201 6, n = 2,829

COVI D-19 SU RVEY
2020 COVI D -1 9 Su rvey, n = 2,000
COM M U N I TY STU DI ES
2017 Ci ty of D u arte Su rvey, n = 401
201 7 Footh i l l Gol d l i n e Su rvey, n = 1,965
201 8 P l aya Vi sta Su rvey, n = 604
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201 9 D own town L os An g el es Su rvey, n = 2,207
201 9 Sou th east Ci ti es Su rvey, n = 401

LA VOTES
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N ovem b er 2014, n = 1,467
N ovem b er 2016, n = 2,829
N ovem b er 2018, n = 1,546
M arch 2020, n = 3,596
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COVI D-19 SU RVEY
2020 COVI D -1 9 Su rvey, n = 2,000
COM M UN I TY STUDI ES
2017 Ci ty of D u arte Su rvey, n = 401
2017 Footh i l l Gol d l i n e Su rvey, n = 1,965
201 8 P l aya Vi sta Su rvey, n = 604
COVI D-19 SU RVEY
2018 P i co U n i on Su rvey, n = 411
2020 COVI D -1 9 Su rvey, n = 2,000
2019 D own town L os An g el es Su rvey, n = 2,207
COM
M UN
I TYCiSTUDI
2019
Sou
th east
ti es SuESrvey, n = 401
2017 Ci ty of D u arte Su rvey, n = 401
2017 Footh i l l Gol d l i n e Su rvey, n = 1,965
201 8 P l aya Vi sta Su rvey, n = 604
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Research Collection
The Research Collection is a program of the Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for the
Study of Los Angeles. The Collection holds papers of Los Angeles public officials; Los
Angeles real estate and industrial developers; reformers and reform movements, principally
in late twentieth-century Los Angeles; and prominent Roman Catholic families in Los
Angeles; and it has other collections related to Los Angeles history and politics.

PUBLIC OFFICIALS
• Bob Beverly Papers, 1962-1996 (CSLA-7)
• Mayor Richard J. Riordan Administrative Papers, 1980-2001 (CSLA-17)
• David A. Roberti Papers (CSLA-1)
• Mike Roos Papers, 1977-1991 (CSLA-3)
• Joel Wachs Papers, 1951-2002 (CSLA-29)

LOS ANGELES DEVELOPERS
• Fritz Burns Papers
(2 collections: CSLA-2, CSLA-4)
• Daniel Freeman Family Papers, 1849-1957 (CSLA-21)
• Documents for the History of the Daniel Freeman Family
and the Rancho Centinela, 1873-1995 (CSLA-33)
• James Keane Collection of Fritz Burns Biographical
• Materials, 1923-2001 (CSLA-24)
• Charles Luckman Papers, 1908-2000 (CSLA-34)
• Jack and Bonita Granville Wrather Papers, 1890-1990 (CSLA-23)
• Wrather Investment Corporation Incorporation
Records, 1961 (CSLA-28)

REFORMERS AND REFORM MOVEMENTS
• Catholic Human Relations Council Collection, 1958-1992 (CSLA-27)
• Catholic Labor Institute, 1944-2003 (CSLA-41)
• Thomas A. Gaudette Papers, 1938-1996 (CSLA-18)
• LAAMP Collection, 1984-2001 (CSLA-16)
• LEARN Collection, 1974-1999 (CSLA-14)
• William F. Masterson Papers, 1960-2001 (CSLA-19)
• Rebuild LA Collection, 1992-1997 (CSLA-6)

ROMAN CATHOLIC FAMILIES
• Dockweiler Family Collections
(2 collections: CSLA-12, CSLA-13)
• Documents for the History of the Machado Family
and the Rancho La Ballona (CSLA-32)
• Joseph Scott Collection, 1909-1951 (CSLA-10)
• Stephen Mallory white Papers, 1871-1936 (CSLA-8)
• Workman Family Papers, 1881-1997 (CSLA-9)
• Mary Julia Workman Research Materials
Collection, 1921-2004 (CSLA-35)

OTHER COLLECTIONS
• Big Pine Citizen Newspaper Collection, 1922, 1924-1928 (CSLA-30)
• Bill Rosendahl-Adelphia Communication Corporate
Collection of Public Affairs Television Programs
• J. D. Black Papers, 1876-1999 (CSLA-15)
• The Citizen and Cheviot Chatter, 1927-1960 (CSLA-5)
• Documents for the History of Nineteenth-Century
Los Angeles, 1846-1908 (CSLA-22)
• “LA 2000” Records of the 2000 Democratic National
Convention, 1992-2001 (CSLA-31)
• KCET-TV Collection of “Life and Times” video recordings (CSLA-37)
• KCET-TV Collection of “Life and Times” production files (CSLA-38)
• KCET-TV Collection of “California Connected”
video recordings (CSLA-39)
• KCET-TV Collection of “California Connected” production files (CSLA-40)
• Pardee Dam Construction Photograph Album (CSLA-42)
• Carroll and Lorrin Morrison Photographic Collection,
1889-1964 (CSLA-26)
• Rancho La Ballona Map, 1876 (CSLA-11)
• Which Way, LA? Collection, 1992-2000 (CSLA-20)
• WPA Transcriptions of Los Angeles City Archives
Records, 1825-1850 (CSLA-25)

Fun Fact: StudyLA’s research collection was recently featured in The Battle of 187, a podcast mini-series by Futuro Studio
and the Los Angeles Times tracing California Proposition 187 from its inception in 1994 to its impact today.
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Community. It’s not just a word. It’s an idea; an idea that requires nurturing, hard work and vision.
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Our University Checking
Account is loaded with
amazing features.
• 1.00% APY* in dividends
• Automatic ATM fee
reimbursements up to
$25 monthly 1
• The potential to earn up
to 5.00% APY when you
have your loans with UCU
It’s easy - become a member today!
Bank with your brain.

•

ucu.org

•

800.UCU.4510

*APY = Annual Percentage Yield. Qualifying University Checking Accounts will earn 1.00% APY in dividends on balances up to $25,000. Balances
above $25,000 will be paid at the regular checking rate of 0.05% APY. Qualifying University Checking Accounts are defined as having at least 25
transactions per month and enrollment in eStatements. If the requirements are not met, then no dividend is earned. A $50 minimum deposit
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To earn up to 5.00% APY, member must have a qualifying University Checking Account. Based on a combined rate of 4.88%. Credit card must
be active, have at least one monthly transaction (excludes balance transfers and cash advances), and be enrolled in credit card eStatements to
qualify for the extra 1.00% APY in dividends. Account does not earn dividends if there is a $0 balance in a HELOC at the end of the month. All
accounts must be in good standing with no delinquency or bankruptcy pending. Multiple loans in the same category count for only 1.00% APY
in dividends. Secondary University Checking Accounts not eligible to earn APY and will be paid at the regular checking rate (if applicable).
Up to $25 in ATM fees incurred at other financial institutions will be automatically credited to your active University Checking Account at close
of month end.
Federally insured by NCUA.
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